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RESPONSE TO EXAMINER'S REASONS FOR ALLOWANCE 



SIR: 



In response to the Notice of Allowability mailed April 24, 2000, in the above- jg^j 
referenced patent application, please enter the following remarks. !& 

At Page 3 (dated April 20, 2000), Paragraph 14, the Examiner comments with J* 
regard to claims 28, 29, 30, and 31 and states that the cited art does "not teach or suggest 3 
electronically communicating at least some of the financial analysis output of a first computer 
as input to a second computer, which then generates a second market-based valuation 
reflecting computation of a current market-based yield/discount rate for the component...." 
Respectfully, it is submitted that claim 29 does not require that the second market-based 
valuation reflect computation of a current market-based yield/discount rate for the 
component. 

At Page 4 (dated April 20, 2000), Paragraph 18, the Examiner comments with 
regard to claims 94, 95, and 96 and states that the cited art does 'not teach or suggest 
electronically communicating at least some of the financial analysis output of a first computer 
as input to a second computer, which then generates a second market-based valuation 






reflecting computation of a current market-based yield/discount rate for the component...." 
Respectfully, it is submitted that claim 94 does not require that the second market-based 
valuation reflect computation of a current market-based yield/discount rate for the 
component. 



the disclosure of Lubell. The date of the Lubell publication is July 19, 1993, but the instant 
application claims priority from an application filed on January 12, 1994, which in turn claims 
priority from an application filed on October 28, 1992. The Examiner has improperly 
assumed that Lubell is prior art for all claims. 



comments on authorization for an Examiner's Amendment to Claim 98. More precisely, the 
authorization was to make the changes in Claim 98 in accordance wiith changes made in 
Claim 97. However, the Examiner's comments overlook one of the changes to be made, 
namely the deletion of the phrase "through a financial exchange" in the twelfth line of Claim 
98. In the course of preparing the enclosed Rule 312 Amendment to correct the Examiner's 
Amendment, it was the observed that Claim 97 had been amended to delete "through a 
financial exchange" from the body of the claim, with the element in the preamble. 
Accordingly, the enclosed Rule 312 Amendment makes the body of each claim consistant 
with the preamble. 

Applicant and the undersigned wish to note the careful, thorough, and 
expeditious handling of this difficult case by the Examiner. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees associated with 
the above-identified patent application or credit any overcharges to Deposit Account No. 50- 
0235. 



At Page 5 (dated April 20, 2000), Paragraph 23, the Examiner comments on 



Further, at page 2 (dated April 14, 2000), Paragraph 2, the Examiner 



Please direct all correspondence to the undersigned at the address given 



below. 
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